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ABSTRACT. — The understanding of elevational selectivity in extremely rich tropical biotas is critical to 
the study of accelerating human-mediated environmental changes (e.g., deforestation and global climate 
warming). This paper explores the characteristics of Southeast Asian birds that are altitudinal specialists 
(i.e., lowland specialists and montane specialists) by assessing the relative importance of various species 
traits (e.g., breeding phenology and clutch size) in determining the altitudinal specialisation of these tropical 
birds. After controlling for phylogeny, we found that habitat specifi city, breeding phenology, and clutch 
size were signifi cant correlates of lowland specialisation. The most parsimonious model predicting lowland 
specialisation included the fi rst of these only. Breeding phenology was the signifi cant phylogeny-independent 
correlate of montane specialisation. Thus, species were confi ned to altitudinal niches by different constraints. 
By analysing the altitudinal distribution of Southeast Asian birds, we provide insights on why altitudinal 
confi nement exists in lowland and montane specialists. Understanding such constraints may be important 
for the conservation of tropical birds.
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specifi city, lowland, montane
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INTRODUCTION
While some species have been observed to inhabit a wide 
elevation gradient (Loiselle & Blake, 1991), many species 
have highly restricted altitudinal ranges. For example, many 
birds are confi ned to lowland areas where they are under 
extreme threat from intensive habitat destruction (Brooks et 
al., 1999; Peh et al., 2005). Many other species are restricted 
to montane habitats, i.e., found only in at higher elevations. 
However, factors explaining birds' altitudinal specialisation 
are poorly understood. Species that are restricted to certain 
altitudinal zones may be less likely to cope with human-
mediated environmental change, such as deforestation or 
global climate warming, than those that have a wider niche 
(Sodhi et al., 2004; Soh et al., 2006; Peh, 2007; Colwell et 
al., 2008). Thus it is critical to understand the characteristics 
of altitudinal specialisation in tropical biotas (see Wright et 
al., 2009). However, little information exists on this topic.
With rapid on-going mass destruction, conversion and 
deterioration of natural habitats in the tropics, the need to 
understand these tropical systems is more urgent. Here, we use 
birds as a study subject as they are relatively easy to study, 
have a long natural history, and signifi cant trends in tropical 
ecosystems can be drawn from the wealth of bird studies 
(e.g., Lack, 1971; Terborgh, 1971; MacArthur, 1972).
We assess the relative importance of various species and 
ecological traits associated with the altitudinal specialisation 
of tropical birds in Southeast Asia. These traits were (1) 
congener density, (2) breeding phenology, (3) clutch size, 
(4) geographical distribution, (5) sexual dichromatism, (6) 
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feeding guild, (7) adult body size, and (8) habitat specifi city 
(Gaston & Blackburn, 1995; Sorci et al., 1998; Jones et al., 
2001).
We test if habitat specifi city and geographical distribution 
are associated with altitudinal distribution, bearing in mind 
that common species that have lower habitat specifi city do 
not necessarily occur at both high and low altitudes (e.g., 
Garrulax erythrocephalus [chestnut-crowned laughingthrush; 
a widespread montane specialist], Megalaima haemacephala 
[coppersmith barbet; a common lowland species]). Likewise, 
species with wider geographical ranges are not necessarily 
associated with both low and high altitudes (e.g., Yuhinia 
gularis [whiskered yuhinia; associated with high altitude 
only], Psittacula krameri [rose-ringed parakeet; occurring 
at low altitude only]).
We also investigate if the body size and congener density 
of Southeast Asian tropical birds are associated with their 
elevational specialisation. Larger species tend to be habitat 
or dietary generalists (Ziv, 2000; Woodward & Hildrew, 
2002). Hence, they may be able to exploit a broader range 
of resources along the elevation gradient. Species that can 
be found in both lowland and montane regions may have a 
larger number of sympatric congeners because they may be 
more adaptable to different ecological niches and able to 
exploit different resources and thus may face less interspecifi c 
competition (Thiollay, 1997).
Previous studies have shown that nectarivores are less likely 
to be confi ned to montane regions. The reason could be that 
sucrose, the predominant sugar in nectar that is preferred 
by nectarivores, negatively correlates with elevation (Stiles 
& Freeman, 1993). The less reliable availability of fl owers 
at higher altitudes may be an important constraint on the 
montane occurrence of nectarivores in those studies. Hence 
this study also tests if there is any association of altitudinal 
specialisation with any feeding guilds.
Sexually monomorphic species, which are more ecologically 
adaptable, may have a higher tolerance of environmental 
variability than dimorphic species because monomorphic 
species do not have to invest energy on the development and 
maintenance of sexual traits, resulting in a higher fi tness of 
the species during periods of environmental stress (Sorci et 
al., 1998; McLain et al., 1999). However, results from other 
studies have found a positive correlation between elevational 
range and sexual dimorphism. For example, fi nches that breed 
over a wider elevational range have a greater distinction 
in plumage between sexes than fi nches that breed over a 
narrow range (Badyaev & Ghalambor, 1998). We also test 
if there is any association between altitudinal specialisation 
and the investment of tropical birds in secondary sexual 
characteristics.
In this study, we assess the traits that are most commonly 
seen in both lowland and montane specialists. Admittedly, it 
is not certain if these traits affect elevational specialisation 
and here we make the broad assumption that they may. 
Nevertheless, the results enable us to address the plausible 
existence of causal mechanisms involving ecological traits 
that may infl uence or regulate altitudinal specialisation in 
tropical birds. This provides insights into the extinction 
susceptibility and management needs of tropical birds that 
have restricted altitudinal ranges.
METHODS
Much of Southeast Asia occurs within the tropical belt 
and contains a wide range of habitats (Robson, 2000). The 
region for this study consists of Cambodia, Laos, Myanmar 
(Burma), Peninsular Malaysia, Thailand, and Vietnam. Its 
climate ranges from tropical to seasonal with an annual 
rainfall between 2000 and 3000 mm. Southeast Asia is 
an ideal study location for two reasons. First, the region 
supports a rich avifaunal diversity (>700 resident species) 
along an elevational range from sea level to above 3000 m, 
and therefore serves as a good natural laboratory for studying 
altitudinal specialisation in the tropics. Second, the altitudinal 
distributions of these bird species are well documented.
The fi eld guide of Southeast Asian birds by Robson (2000) 
provided the data from which we compiled the checklists of 
240 species that are confi ned only to lowland areas (<1000 
m; the elevation cut-off is based on Peh et al., 2011); 181 
species that are restricted to higher elevations (>1000 m); 
and 360 species that have wide altitudinal ranges covering 
both lowland and montane regions. Publication bias (Møller 
Fig. 1. Map of Southeast Asia with named countries for this study. 
(Map was modifi ed from downloaded version freely available for 
use at http://d-maps.com/m/asieorientale/asieorientale06.pdf).
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& Jennions, 2001) for some species may occur when using 
sources such as fi eld guides but the ecological data from 
Robson (2000) was the most recent available for the Southeast 
Asian avifauna. Only resident species were included in this 
study. As an independent check on the quality of the fi eld 
guide data, we compared the information on clutch size from 
Robson (2000) against species accounts in the Handbook of 
the Birds of the World volumes 1–5 (del Hoyo et al., 1992, 
1994, 1996, 1997, 1999) that do not cite Robson (2000). We 
used paired t-test to determine if the mid-point of the range 
of eggs laid per brood was substantially different between the 
Handbook of the Birds of the World and Robson (2000). A 
subset of 175 bird species was used for comparing the mid-
point of the range of eggs laid per brood, and the clutch size 
for these species given in Robson (2000) was not signifi cantly 
different from that in Handbook of the Birds of the World 
(t = 1.73, P > 0.05).
To assess the effects of species traits that may characterise 
altitudinal specialisation, we used binary logistic regression 
between altitudinal specialisation and each trait (i.e., for 
lowland and montane specialists separately). The response 
variables were “generalist” (code = 0) and “specialist” (code = 
1). We did not code the elevational distribution as a continuous 
response in terms of the extent of distributional range 
because this does not adequately represent the elevational 
characteristics of a species. For example, a lowland specialist 
could range from 0 to 800 m whereas an elevational generalist 
could have a narrower altitudinal range from 700 to 1100 m 
only. Therefore, elevational specialisation does not equate to 
a narrower altitudinal range. Also, the use of a continuous 
response using the elevational mid-point of a species is not 
appropriate because of large overlaps, especially between 
those of the generalists and the montane specialists (Fig. 
2). For example, a generalist ranging from 500 to 3500 m 
would have the mid-point at 2000 m. Likewise, a montane 
specialist restricted between the range of 1700 m and 2300 
m could also have the mid-point at 2000 m.
Species trait data were taken from MacKinnon & Phillipps 
(1997) and Robson (2000) (see Table 1 for the defi nitions of 
each species trait). Congener density, clutch size, geographical 
Fig. 2. Elevational mid-point versus elevational category (1 
= lowland specialist; 2 = elevational generalist; 3 = montane 
specialist).
distribution, and adult body size were continuous predictor 
variables. These dataset enabled us to also compare between 
the lowland specialists and montane specialists. The congener 
density ranged from 1 (e.g., Hypogramma hypogrammicum) 
to 36 (e.g., Garrulax canorus).Where a range of clutch sizes 
was reported, the mid-point of the range was calculated. 
The average body size was calculated if the adult body 
length between the genders was different. The geographical 
distribution was the estimated breeding range derived from 
the BirdLife Data Zone (http://www/birdlife.org/datazone/). 
Breeding phenology (seasonal or all year round), sexual 
dichromatism (monomorphic or dimorphic), feeding guild 
(insectivore, insectivore-frugivore, or insectivore-nectarivore) 
and habitat specificity (high or low) were categorical 
predictors. We followed the habitat classifi cation scheme used 
by Robson (2000). Admittedly, habitat specifi city—instead of 
being a binary variable—could be calculated as continuous 
indices for all species. However, this method may not be 
appropriate because we do not have evidence that the species 
with higher indices are truly able to sustain their populations 
in all the habitats they occur.
To control for phylogenetic bias, the analysis was repeated 
including family as a covariate. This is an alternative method 
to control for the effects of phylogenetic autocorrelations 
Table 1. Defi nitions of each bird species trait. All variables are derived from Robson (2000).
Trait Defi nition
Congener density number of congeners occurring in Southeast Asia 
Breeding phenology breeding period: either seasonal or all year round
Clutch size mid-point of the range of eggs laid per brood
Geographical distribution breeding/resident range in terms of km2
Sexual dichromatism monomorphic: both sexes have identical plumages and size
 dimorphic both sexes have different plumages (regardless of degree) or vary in size
Feeding guild insectivore: species diet consisting of  mainly insects or animal matter
 insectivore-frugivore: species with mixed diet of plants and insects
 insectivore-nectarivore: species with mixed diet of nectar and insects
Adult body size body length averaged between the sexes
Habitat specifi city high: species restricted to one habitat type
  low: species recorded in more than one habitat type
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as the inclusion of categorical variables (e.g., breeding 
phenology, habitat specifi city) precluded the use of both 
nested analysis of variance and independent contrast analysis 
(see Koh et al., 2003).
We used principal components analysis (PCA) to check for 
collinearity among signifi cant variables (Chatterjee et al., 
2000). A measure of the overall collinearity of the variable 
was obtained by calculating the condition number (κ) 
which is defi ned by κ =             , where λ1 is the maximum 
eigenvalue of the correlation matrix and λp is the minimum 
eigenvalue of the correlation matrix. Collinearity is deemed 
to be a problem among the variables if κ >15 (Chatterjee 
et al., 2000).
To determine the most parsimonious model predicting 
altitudinal specialisations, we used the information-theoretical 
approach (Akaike’s Information Criterion; AIC; see Burnham 
& Anderson, 1998). Since the over dispersion factor for our 
dataset was >1, we used AIC for over dispersed data (QAIC) 
to evaluate the relative strength of support for each of the 
candidate models. To estimate the relative importance of each 
predictor variable in the best model, we used QAIC on another 
set of models that consisted of all possible combinations 
of the predictor variables in the best model and calculated 
the sum of Akaike weights over the subset of models that 
included the particular variable. This method of quantifying 
the evidence for the importance of each variable is more 
appropriate than the more common use of stepwise analysis, 
because the latter fails to take the model selection uncertainty 
into consideration (Burnham & Anderson, 1998). Due to the 
potential issue of circularity between habitat specifi city and 
altitudinal specialisation, we repeated the selection of the 
most parsimonious model without the infl uence of habitat 
specifi city.
RESULTS
Generally in Southeast Asia, there is a large number of species 
that are seasonal breeders, monomorphic, insectivorous, 
and have low habitat specifi city (Fig. 3). Both lowland and 
montane specialists are not signifi cantly different from the 
elevational generalists in terms of congener density, clutch 
size, and body length (Table 2). However, the lowland 
specialists have signifi cantly lower congener density, smaller 
clutch size, and larger body size than the montane specialists 
(Table 2).
Lowland specialisation. — Habitat specifi city, body size, 
Table 2. Summary data of congener density, clutch size, and body length of the lowland specialists, montane specialists, and the elevational 
generalists.
Group Congener density Clutch size Geographical distribution Body length
 (number of congeners) (number of eggs) (million km2) (cm)
 mean ± 95% C mean ± 95% CI mean ± 95% CI mean ± 95% CI
Lowland 5.89 0.71 2.99 0.21 3.26 1.37 30.72 2.80
Montane 8.65 1.50 3.61 0.23 4.21 2.47 20.29 1.67
Generalist 6.45 0.81 3.28 0.14 7.37 2.37 27.04 1.99
Fig. 3. Number of lowland specialists, elevation generalists, montane specialists for each trait.
λ1 / λp
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1 clutch size, and geographical distribution were signifi cant 
correlates of lowland specialisation (p < 0.05; Table 3). 
After controlling for taxonomy, only breeding phenology, 
clutch size and habitat specifi city were included for the 
selection of the most parsimonious model predicting lowland 
specialisation (Table 4). Multicollinearity was not detected 
between these variables (κ = 1.55).
The QAIC applied to the models considered ranked the two-
term model, incorporating family and habitat specifi city as 
the highest, accounting for almost all information-theoretical 
weight. Thus, habitat specifi city was identifi ed as the most 
important ecological correlate of lowland specialisation 
(Table 4). Among species that were classifi ed as lowland 
specialists, the odds ratio for high habitat specifi city to that 
for low habitat specifi city was 2.0 (Table 3). The logistic 
regression model using habitat specifi city with family as 
a covariate for predicting lowland specialisation had the 
concordance, discordance and ties of 71.4%, 25.0%, and 
3.7%, respectively.
Without the infl uence of habitat specifi city, a two-term model 
incorporating family and breeding phenology was ranked the 
highest accounting for almost all the information-theoretical 
weight. The ratio of the odds for seasonal breeders to the 
odds for all-year breeders in lowland specialisation is 1.9. 
Using breeding phenology with family as covariate in the 
logistic regression model for predicting lowland specialisation 
had the concordance of 71.0%, discordance of 24.1%, and 
ties of 4.9%.
Montane specialisation. — The signifi cant correlates of 
montane specialisation were congener density, breeding 
phenology, clutch size, and body length (p <0.05). However, 
after controlling for taxonomy, only breeding phenology was 
signifi cantly associated with montane specialisation (Table 
3). In our dataset, the odds of year-round breeders being 
classifi ed as montane specialists were 0.04. For seasonal 
breeders, the odds of being classifi ed as montane specialists 
were 0.50. Among species that were classifi ed as montane 
specialists, the odds ratio for being a seasonal breeder versus 
a year-round breeder was 13. The logistic regression models 
using breeding phenology with family as a covariate for 
predicting montane specialisation had the concordance of 
80.9%, discordance of 9.5%, and ties of 9.6%.
DISCUSSION
We demonstrated that habitat specifi city is the most important 
correlate of lowland altitudinal specialisation across all 
families of resident birds in Southeast Asia. Species found in 
the lowlands with high habitat specifi city were two times more 
likely to be restricted to low elevations only. Conversely, those 
that could tolerate habitat variability tended to occur across 
the altitudinal gradient. Habitat specifi city of some lowland 
specialists might be infl uenced by their food choice (e.g., 
in snails; Negovetic & Jokela, 2000). Lowland specialists 
might outperform generalists in their niche area but may be 
unable to maintain high performance (e.g., growth) over a 
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broader scale (i.e., across the elevational gradient) (Caley 
& Munday, 2003). In contrast to the fi ndings for lowland 
specialists, this study did not support a restriction of montane 
specialists to one habitat type.
There was concern about the potential interdependence in 
our analyses between elevational specialisation and habitat 
specifi city. However, we argue that there is not necessarily 
circularity because there are species that occur in both 
pristine forest and degraded areas (such as open countryside 
and urban areas), but are still restricted to a specific 
elevational zone. Some examples of lowland specialist-
habitat generalists are Picus miniaceus (banded woodpecker) 
and Psittacula longicauda (long-tailed parakeet; Peh et 
al., 2006); and examples of their montane counterparts are 
Alcippe castaneceps (mountain fulvetta), Garrulax lugubris 
(chestnut-capped laughingthrush) and Orthotomus cuculatus 
(mountain tailorbird; Soh et al., 2006). Indeed, there was no 
evidence showing that the strictly montane group was less 
ecologically fl exible than species with wider elevational 
ranges. Nevertheless, we reexamined the infl uence of ignoring 
habitat specifi city in our model-building strategy and found 
that the model ranking according to ∆QAIC favoured the 
least complex model with the addition of the terms family 
and breeding phenology.
Overall, we found that reproductive traits are important 
correlates of elevational specialisation in Southeast Asian 
tropical birds. We demonstrated that breeding phenology 
was a signifi cant correlate of both lowland and montane 
specialisation. Lowland and montane specialists were more 
likely than elevational generalists to be seasonal breeders. 
Such variation in life-history strategies as compared to those 
that occur across the elevational gradient could be caused 
by environmental factors. Interestingly, breeding phenology 
is the only signifi cant correlate of montane specialisation. 
The elevational specialists, may not have the opportunity 
to exploit more abundant resources that may occur across 
a wider altitudinal range. Studies have shown that avian 
breeding phenology is infl uenced by food resource availability 
(e.g., Yap et al., 2007) and that strong seasonality in food 
resources occurs in tropical montane forests (Kimura et al., 
2001). This may imply that the breeding seasons of montane 
specialists are strongly synchronised with the timing of food 
resource availability because of their inability to forage at 
lower elevations.
Our study has demonstrated that lowland specialists were 
more likely to have small clutch sizes. Although we failed to 
fi nd evidence for the importance of clutch size as a correlates 
of montane specialisation, birds confi ned to the lowlands 
tended to have smaller clutch sizes than montane specialists, 
suggesting that clutch size correlates positively with elevation. 
This is consistent with the latitudinal gradient in clutch size 
that may be the result of adaptation to the greater abundance 
of food resources available in the breeding season relative 
to the non-breeding season (Griebeler & Böhning-Gaese, 
2004; Jetz et al., 2008). The restricted breeding periods of 
high-elevation birds may be compensated by their larger 
clutch size, but such compensation is not observed in low-
elevation birds with shorter breeding periods. This study 
also failed to identify body size, congener density, sexual 
dichromatism, and feeding guild as important ecological 
correlates of altitudinal specialisation in tropical bird species. 
Nevertheless, our study demonstrated that caution is needed 
when generalising the role of body size and clutch size in 
the altitudinal distributions of birds. After taxonomy was 
controlled for, adult body size and clutch size became non-
signifi cant factors in infl uencing altitudinal specialisation.
Conservation implications. — The current analyses identifi ed 
the characteristics of tropical birds associated with different 
altitudinal zones. Species may be confi ned to an altitudinal 
niche due to different constraints and understanding such 
constraints is important for the conservation of the tropical 
birds. Our fi ndings suggest that the strictly-lowland group 
could be highly vulnerable to the alterations of their habitats 
from climate change (Sekercioglu et al., 2008; Laurance et 
al., 2011), land-use change (Peh et al., 2005), and invasions 
of introduced species (Peh, 2010). Despite the looming 
threats, these species would be confi ned to their shrinking 
area of occupancy due to their rigid habitat requirement 
(Manne et al., 1999), and be unable to move uphill (in 
the case of warming temperatures) or to other suitable 
habitats (Williams et al., 2007). Indeed, previous work has 
ascertained that ecological specialists are more susceptible to 
environmental changes as compared to ecological generalists 
(Fisher et al., 2003; Munday, 2004; Sekercioglu et al. 2004); 
and habitat specialists face a greater population declines 
than the generalists (Jiguet et al., 2007, 2010). However, 
we caution against concluding that lowland species deserve 
more conservation attention than montane species as habitat 
specifi city may not necessarily be indicative of sensitivity 
to habitat degradation or loss. For instance, montane bird 
communities in Peninsular Malaysia were predicted to be 
more vulnerable to habitat loss than lowland communities 
(Soh et al., 2006).
Furthermore, the global climate, hence the phenology 
of the birds' breeding environment, is going to become 
increasingly variable during the next century (Pachauri & 
Reisinger, 2007). Both lowland and montane specialists—also 
considered thermal specialists—may not able to tolerate 
extreme climatic events (Jiguet et al., 2006; Loarie et al., 
2009). Such phenological change could have major effects 
on species assemblages. Thus, some tropical elevational 
specialists, particularly those that are restricted to (1) a single 
natural habitat type only; and/or (2) a geographical area of 
potential climate change, should be considered potentially 
vulnerable to extinction and assessed regularly. In the light of 
our results, it is questionable whether our current knowledge 
alone is suffi cient to prepare for the effects of climate change 
on tropical bird populations. We believe that conservation 
programmes based on basic ecological data collection, long-
term monitoring, and adaptive management (i.e., periodically 
re-evaluating and improving current conservation practices) 
are the approaches for ensuring the survival of these species 
in our changing world.
256
Peh et al.: Elevational specialisation in Southeast Asian birds
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
We thank Thomas Dwyer, Lian Pin Koh, Navjot Sodhi, and 
Tim Sparks for incisive comments on an earlier draft.
LITERATURE CITED
Badyaev, A. V. & C. K. Ghalambor, 1998. Does a trade-off exist 
between sexual ornamentation and ecological plasticity? Sexual 
dichromatism and occupied elevational range in fi nches. Oikos, 
82: 319–324.
Brooks, T. M., S. L. Pimm, V. Kapos & C. Ravilious,1999. Threat 
from deforestation to montane and lowland birds and mammals 
in insular South-east Asia. Journal of Animal Ecology, 68: 
1061–1078.
Burnham, K. P. & D. R. Anderson, 1998. Model Selection and 
Inference. A Practical Information-theoretic Approach. 
Springer-Verlag, New York. 488 pp.
Caley, M. J. & P. L. Munday, 2003. Growth trades off with 
habitat specialization. Proceedings of Royal Society London 
B, Supplement, 270: S175–S177.
Chatterjee, S., A. S. Hadi & B. Price, 2000. Regression Analysis by 
Example. John Wiley and Sons, New York. 359 pp.
Colwell, R. K., G. Brehm, C. L. Cardelús, A. C. Gilman & J. 
T. Longino, 2008. Global warming, elevational range shifts, 
and lowland biotic attrition in the wet tropics. Science, 322: 
258–261.
Del Hoyo, J., A. Elliott & J. Sargatal (eds), 1992. Handbook of the 
Birds of the World. Volume 1. Ostrich to Ducks. Lynx Edicions, 
Barcelona. 696 pp.
Del Hoyo, J., A. Elliott & J. Sargatal (eds), 1994. Handbook of the 
Birds of the World. Volume 2. New World Vultures to Guineafowl. 
Lynx Edicions, Barcelona. 638 pp.
Del Hoyo, J., A. Elliott & J. Sargatal (eds), 1996. Handbook of the 
Birds of the World. Volume 3. Hoatzin to Auks. Lynx Edicions, 
Barcelona. 821 pp.
Del Hoyo, J., A. Elliott & J. Sargatal (eds), 1997. Handbook of the 
Birds of the World. Volume 4. Sandgrouse to Cuckoos. Lynx 
Edicions, Barcelona. 679 pp.
Del Hoyo, J., A. Elliott & J. Sargatal (eds), 1999. Handbook of 
the Birds of the World. Volume 5. Barn-Owls to hummingbirds. 
Lynx Edicions, Barcelona. 759 pp.
Fisher, D. O., S. P. Blomberg & I. P. F. Owens, 2003. Extrinsic 
versus intrinsic factors in the decline and extinction of Australian 
marsupials. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London B, 
270: 1801–1808.
Gaston, K. J. & T. M. Blackburn, 1995. Birds, body size and the 
threat of extinction. Philosophy Tranctions of the Royal Society 
London Series B, 347: 205–212.
Griebeler, E. M. & K. Böhning-Gaese, 2004. Evolution of clutch size 
along latitudinal gradients: Revisiting Ashmoles’s hypothesis. 
Evolutionary and Ecology Research, 6: 679–694.
Jetz, W., C. H. Sekercioglu & K. Boehning-Gaese, 2008. Worldwide 
variation in avian clutch size across species and space. PLoS 
Biology, 6: e303. 
Jiguet, F., R. Julliard, C. D. Thomas, O. Dehorter, S. E. Newson 
& D. Couvet, 2006. Thermal range predicts bird population 
resilience to extreme high temperature. Ecology Letters, 9: 
1321–1330.
Jiguet, F., A. S. Gadot, R. Julliard, S. E. Newson & D. Couvet, 
2007. Climate envelope, life history traits and the resilience 
of birds facing global change. Global Change Biology, 13: 
1672–1684.
Jiguet, F., R. D. Gregory, V. Devictor, R. E. Green, P. Vorisek & 
A. van Strien, 2010. Population trends of European common 
birds are predicted by characteristics of their climatic niche. 
Global Change Biology, 16: 497–505.
Jones, M. J., M. S. Sullivan, S. J. Marsden & M. D. Linsley, 2001. 
Correlates of extinction risk of birds from two Indonesian islands. 
Biological Journal of the Linnean Society, 73: 65–79.
Kimura, K, T. Yumoto & K. Kikuzawa, 2001. Fruiting phenology 
of fl eshy-fruited plants and seasonal dynamics of frugivorous 
birds in four vegetation zones on Mt. Kinabalu, Borneo. Journal 
of Tropical Ecology, 17: 833–858.
Koh, L. P., N. S. Sodhi & B. W. Brook, 2003. Ecological correlates 
of extinction proneness in tropical butterfl ies. Conservation 
Biology, 18: 1571–1578.
Lack, D., 1971. Ecological Isolation in Birds. Blackwell Scientifi c 
Publications, Oxford. 404 pp.
Laurance W. F., D. C. Useche, L. P. Shoo, S. K. Herzog, M. 
Kessler, F. Escobar, G. Brehm., J. C. Axmacher, I. C. Chen, 
L. A. Gámez, P. Hietz, K. Fiedler, T. Pyrcz, J. Wolf, C. L. 
Merkord, C. Cardelus, A. Marshall, C. Ah-Peng, G. H. Aplet, 
M. D. C. Arizmendi, W. J. Baker, J. Barone, C. A. Brühl, R. 
W. Bussmann, D. Cicuzza, G. Eilu, M. E. Favila, A. Hemp, C. 
Hemp, J. Homeier, R. B. Huey, J. Hurtado, J. Jankowski, G. 
Kattán, J. Kluge, T. Krömer, D. Lees, M. Lehnert, J. T. Longino, 
J. Lovett, P. H. Martin, B. Patterson, R. Pearson, K.S.-H. Peh, 
B. Richardson, M. Richardson, M. Samways, F. Senbeta, T. B. 
Smith, T. Utteridge, J. E. Watkins, R. Wilson, S. E. Williams & 
C. D. Thomas, 2011. Global warming, elevational ranges and 
the vulnerability of tropical biota. Biological Conservation, 
144: 548–557.
Loarie, S. R., P. B. Duffy, H. Hamilton, G. P. Asner, C. B. Field & 
D. D. Ackerly, 2009. The velocity of climate change. Nature, 
462: 1052–1055
Loiselle, B. A. & J. G. Blake, 1991. Temporal variation in birds 
and fruits along an elevational gradient in Costa Rica. Ecology, 
72: 180–193.
MacArthur, R. H., 1972. Geographical Ecology: Patterns in the 
Distribution of Species. Harper & Row, New York. 269 pp.
MacKinnon, J. & K. Phillipps, 1993. A Field Guide to the Birds 
of Borneo, Sumatra, Java and Bali. Oxford University Press, 
Oxford. 491 pp.
Manne, L. L., T. M. Brooks & S. L. Pimm, 1999. Relative risk of 
extinction of passerine birds on continents and islands. Nature, 
399: 258–261.
McLain, D. K., M. P. Moulton & J. G. Sanderson, 1999. Sexual 
selection and extinction: The fate of plumage-dimorphic 
and plumage-monomorphic birds introduced onto islands. 
Evolutionary Ecology Research, 1: 549–565.
Møller, A. P. & M. D. Jennions, 2001. Testing and adjusting 
for publication bias. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 16: 
580–586.
Munday, P. L., 2004. Habitat loss, resource specialization, 
and extinction on coral reefs. Global Change Biology, 10: 
1642–1647.
Negovetic, S. & J. Jokela, 2000. Food choice behaviour may promote 
habitat specifi city in mixed populations of clonal and sexual 
Potamopyrgus antipodarum. Animal Behaviour, 60: 435–441.
257
THE RAFFLES BULLETIN OF ZOOLOGY 2012
Pachauri, R. K. & A. Reisinger (eds.), 2007. Climate Change 2007: 
Synthesis Report. IPCC, Geneva. 104 pp.
Peh, K. S.-H., 2007. Potential effects of climate change on 
elevational distributions of tropical birds in Southeast Asia. 
Condor, 109: 437–441.
Peh, K. S.-H., 2010. Invasive species in Southeast Asia: The 
knowledge so far. Biodiversity and Conservation, 19: 1083–
1099.
Peh, K. S.-H., J. de Jong, N. S. Sodhi, S. L.-H. Lim & C. A.-M. 
Yap, 2005. Lowland rainforest avifauna and human disturbance: 
Persistence of primary forest birds in selectively logged forests 
and mixed-rural habitats of southern Peninsular Malaysia. 
Biological Conservation, 123: 489–505.
Peh, K. S.-H., N. S. Sodhi, J. de Jong, C. H. Sekercioglu, C. A.-M. 
Yap & S. L.-H. Lim, 2006. Conservation value of degraded 
habitats for forest birds in Southern Peninsular Malaysia. 
Diversity and Distributions, 12: 572–581.
Peh, K. S.-H., M. C. K. Soh, N. S. Sodhi, W. F. Laurance, D. J. 
Ong & R. Clements, 2011. Up in the clouds: Is sustainable 
use of tropical montane cloud forests possible in Malaysia? 
Bioscience, 61: 27–38.
Robson, C., 2000. A Field Guide to the Birds of Southeast Asia. 
New Holland, London. 504 pp.
Sekercioglu, C. H., S. H. Schneider, J. P. Jay & S. R. Loarie, 2008. 
Climate change, elevational range shifts, and bird extinctions. 
Conservation Biology, 22: 140–150.
Sekercioglu, C. H., G. C. Daily & P. R. Ehrlich, 2004. Ecosystem 
consequences of bird declines. Proceedings of National Academy 
of Sciences, 101: 18042–18047. 
Sodhi, N. S., L. H. Liow & F. A. Bazzaz, 2004. Avian extinctions 
from tropical and subtropical forests. Annual Reviews of 
Ecolution and Evolutionary Systems, 35: 323–345.
Soh, M. C. K., N. S. Sodhi & S. L. H. Lim, 2006. High sensitivity 
of montane bird communities to habitat disturbance in Peninsular 
Malaysia. Biological Conservation, 129: 149–166.
Sorci, G., A. P. Møller & J. Clobert, 1998. Plumage dichromatism 
of birds predicts introduction success in New Zealand. Journal 
of Animal Ecology, 67: 263–269.
Stiles, F. G. & C. E. Freeman, 1993. Patterns in floral nectar 
characteristics of some bird-visited plant species from Costa 
Rica. Biotropica, 25: 191–205.
Terborgh, J., 1971. Distribution on elevation gradients: Theory 
and a preliminary interpretation of distributional patterns in 
the avifauna of the Cordillera Vilcabamba, Peru. Ecology, 52: 
23–40.
Thiollay, J.-M., 1997. Distribution and abundance patterns of bird 
community and raptor populations in the Andaman archipelago. 
Ecography, 20: 67–82.
Woodward, G. & A. G. Hildrew, 2002. Body-size determinants of 
niche verlap and intraguild predation within a complex food 
web. Journal of Animal Ecology, 71: 1063–1074.
Williams, J. W., S. T. Jackson & J. E. Kutzbach, 2007. Projected 
distributions of novel and disappearing climates by 2100 
AD. Proceedings of National Academy of Sciences, 104: 
5738–5742.
Wright S. J., H. C. Muller-Landau & J. Schipper, 2009. The future 
of tropical species on a warmer planet. Conservation Biology, 
23: 1418–1426.
Yap, C. A.-M., N. S. Sodhi & K. S.-H. Peh, 2007. Phenology of 
tropical birds in Peninsular Malaysia: Effects of selective logging 
and food resources. Auk, 124: 945–961.
Ziv, Y., 2000. On the scaling of habitat specifi city with body size. 
Ecology, 81: 2932–2938.
